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work both ways. Thank you.

SPEAKER NI CHOL: We are now on the Kahl e anendment. Senator
Vickers, did you wish to speak to the Kahl e anendrent ?

SENATOR VI CKERS: Yes, M. President. Mr. President, and
nmenbers, | understand the points that Senator Kahle is trying
to bring forth. | recognize that perhaps the need in
certain areas or fromcertain people's points of vlew but

I am going to have to rise to oppose the Kahl e amendrent.

| think this bill is a good bill. Theconceptis goodbut

| quite frankly have a lot of problens with applying this
concept to the incidental use of recharge fromthese pro-
Jects. Now to let you know a little blt about where | am
coming from there is also a letter that Senator Kahle sent
around signed by Elton Giffis. Elton Giffis happens to
live 1n Cozad ichisinthe area that ny fathe was from,
grewup in, and on this letter it talks about se -ral
irrigation ditches, a 30 Mle Ditch, the Cozad Ditch, 6
Mle Ditch Conpany, and others. At one tine | rr?/self f ar ned
under a farmthat was under the 30 Mle Ditch. also
farned sone ground that was under the Tri-County system

| amfamliar with thai area to the extent that | recognize
that there is a lot of recharge in that area, so much re-
charge, as a matter of fact, that they have drai nage ditches
throughout the area in order to keep the recharge comng to
the top and having cattalls start growing. | can renenber
the point in time when the Tri-County first went through
when the cattails started growing and the alkali started
showi ng up and | andowners started going to Tri-County and
said, "Hey, you are ruining ny farm" And the Tri-County
said, "No, we are not hurting your farm That is not

our water." Now what they are saying is,"Vél |, bP/ gol ly Ya,
now that we think about it, it iS our water. nci dental I'y,
that water is our water that has been charging this aquifer
up to the point of oversaturation at tines and now we m ght
want to set up a procedure whereby we are going to charge
you for it." | have a whole | ot of problens with that.
Maybe these farners don't want that much water. Did anybody
ever think that perhaps they didn't want thewater up into
their basenents. Maybe they didn't want it up into their..
ruining their soi.l. Maybe they wanted the aquifer down

20 feef instead of being in the top 5 foot. Now if that

is the case, then to charge themto put that water up there
| think is fundamentally wong. The concept that weare
goi ng to recogni ze the beneficial use of surface water for
ground water recharge is a veri/] goodone. Thatis the
concept of 198. The concept that we can build prospects
into the future based on recovering some of the cost for
ground water recharge is a very good one, but | think those



